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STATE OF CALIFORNIA-HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES AGENCY GRAY DAVIS, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH SERVICES
714/744 P STREET

P.O. BOX 942732

SACRAMENTO, CA 94234-7320

(916) 657-1425

Dear Colleague:

We are pleased to present the tenth edition of County Health Status Profiles for Public
Health Week, April 1-7, 2002. This report contains selected health status indicators
recommended by the U.S. Public Health Service for monitoring state and local progress
toward achieving some of the goals set forth in Healthy People 2010. The Year 2010
National Health Objectives challenge public health professionals to increase the span of
healthy life, reduce health disparities, and ensure access to preventive services for all
Americans.

The Profiles report is evaluated with each annual edition and amended according to priorities
developed by the Department of Health Services and the California Conference of Local
Health Officers. Data for Chlamydia and Hepatitis C were added last year, as they have
emerged as public health concerns. However, the basic set of health indicators from year-to-
year has remained relatively unchanged.

We believe this report represents an important means to assess public health in California.
The health status indicators are based on data that are readily available for providing
information to guide the future course of health promotion and preventive services.

Diana M. Bonta, R.N., Dr. P.H. Poki Stewart Namkung, M.D, M.P.H
Director President
California Department of Health Services California Conference of Local Health Officers
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INTRODUCTION

County Health Status Profiles has been presented annually for the State of California since
1993. The purpose of this report is to present public health data that can be directly
compared with clearly established benchmarks, such as national standards, and
populations of similar composition.

In keeping with the goal of using national standards, two major changes were implemented
last year in the 2001 report:

. Mortality cause of death data has been coded using the International Classification
of Diseases, 10th Revision (reports prior to 2001 used the International
Classification of Diseases, 9th Revision).

. Age-adjusted rates use the 2000 Standard Population (reports prior to 2001 used
the 1940 Standard Population).

The impact of these changes is discussed in the Technical Notes section of this report.

This report presents vital statistics and morbidity tables that show the population, number
of events, percentages, crude rates, and age-adjusted death rates by county. Also shown
on these tables are the upper and lower 95% confidence limits, which provide a means for
assessing the degree of stability of the estimated rates and percentages. Vital statistics
rates and percentages are also subject to random variation, which is inversely related to
the number of events (e.g., deaths) used to calculate the rates and percentages.
Therefore, standard errors and relative standard errors (coefficients of variation) are
calculated to measure the reliability of the rates and percentages. Estimated rates and
percentages that are categorized as unreliable (relative standard error > 23%) are marked
on these tables with an asterisk (*). The counties on these tables are ranked by the rates
or percentages, regardless of their reliability, in ascending order. Those with identical rates
or percentages are ranked next by the county’s population size in descending order.

The “Highlights” and the explanatory “Notes” are adjacent to each of the tables. The
explanatory “Notes” as well as the “Technical Notes” are provided to assist the readers with
information on data limitations and qualifications for correctly interpreting and comparing
these data among the counties. For those who may want to learn more about the problems
associated with analysis of vital events involving small numbers, small area analysis, and
age-adjusted death rates, references to relevant statistical publications are located in the
Bibliography.

Data for this report have been provided by the California Department of Health Services’
Center for Health Statistics, Division of Communicable Disease Control, Genetic Disease
Branch, and the Office of AIDS. In addition, the Demographic Research Unit and the
Census Data Center of the Department of Finance provided the 1990 census data and the
1998 and 1999 race/ethnic population estimates by county with age and sex detalil,
October and May 2000, respectively.

You may access this report online at the California Department of Health Services web
California Department of Health Services 1 County Health Status Profiles 2002



page. The web page address for the index of publications where this report will be listed is:
www.dhs.ca.gov/hisp/chs/OHIR/publicationindex.htm.

If you have questions about this report, or desire additional state or county health status
data and statistics (either hard copy reports or electronic media), please write or phone:

California Department of Health Services
Center for Health Statistics
304 S Street, Third Floor
P. O. Box 730241
Sacramento, CA 94244-0241
Telephone (916) 445-6355

Should you wish additional copies of County Health Status Profiles, instructions for placing
your order appear on page 76 this report.

California Department of Health Services 2 County Health Status Profiles 2002



TABLE 1: DEATHS DUE TO ALL CAUSES, 1998-2000

California Counties Ranked By Three-Year Average Age-Adjusted Death Rate

The crude death rate from all causes for California was 666.9 per 100,000
population, a risk of dying equivalent to approximately one death for every 150
persons. This rate was based on a three-year average number of deaths of
227,232.0 from 1998 to 2000, and a population of 34,072,478 as of July 1,
1999. Among counties with "reliable" rates, the crude rate ranged from
1,277.7 in Lake County to 366.6 in Mono County, a difference in rates by a
factor of 3.5 to 1.

The age-adjusted death rate from all causes for California for the three-year
period from 1998 to 2000 was 773.8 per 100,000 population. Reliable age-
adjusted death rates ranged from 1,045.2 in Yuba County to 636.1 in San
Benito County. The difference between crude and age-adjusted rates shows
how the county age composition differs from the 2000 United States
population (the "standard population™).

A Year 2010 National Objective for deaths due to all causes has not been
established.

Notes:

Death rates are per 100,000 population. The crude death rate is the actual risk of dying. The age-adjusted
rate is the hypothetical rate that the State/County would have if its population were distributed by age in the
same proportions as the 2000 United States population.

* Death rate unreliable, relative standard error is greater than or equal to 23%.

Counties were rank ordered first by increasing age-adjusted death rate (calculated to 15 decimal places),
second by decreasing size of the population. For purposes of this report, rates with a relative standard error of
greater than or equal to 23% are considered "unreliable." The upper and lower limits of the age-adjusted death
rate at the 95% confidence level indicate the precision of the estimated death rate. The wider the interval, the
less precise the death rate. The upper and lower limits define the range within which the death rate probably
would occur in 95 out of 100 independent sets of data similar to the present set. (For additional information
see the Technical Notes, pages 63 through 74.)

DATA SOURCES

Department of Health Services: Death Statistical Master Files, 1998-2000.
Department of Finance: 1999 Population Estimates with Age, Sex and Race/Ethnic Detail, May 2000.

California Department of Health Services 3 County Health Status Profiles 2002



TABLE 1

DEATHS DUE TO ALL CAUSES
RANKED BY THREE-YEAR AVERAGE AGE-ADJUSTED DEATH RATE

CALIFORNIA COUNTIES, 1998-2000

1998-2000
RANK 1999 DEATHS CRUDE AGE-ADJUSTED| 95% CONFIDENCE LIMITS
ORDER COUNTY POPULATION (AVERAGE) DEATH RATE | DEATH RATE LOWER UPPER
YEAR 2010 NATIONAL OBJECTIVE: NONE ESTABLISHED
1 MONO 10,730 39.3 366.6 4747 * 191.3 758.1
2 SIERRA 3,427 34.3 1,001.8 624.4 * 249.5 999.4
3 SAN BENITO 50,087 275.3 549.7 636.1 490.1 782.0
4 LASSEN 35,208 200.0 568.1 648.6 482.3 815.0
5 NEVADA 94,014 860.7 915.5 655.5 569.1 742.0
6 ALPINE 1,226 7.0 571.0 * 657.2 * 0.0 1578.7
7 SAN MATEO 735,381 4,873.3 662.7 662.5 625.5 699.5
8 SANTA CRUZ 255,825 1,663.7 650.3 692.5 628.0 756.9
9 SANTA CLARA 1,732,034 8,937.3 516.0 696.9 665.2 728.5
10 SAN FRANCISCO 788,975 6,587.3 834.9 698.4 667.9 728.9
11 IMPERIAL 150,381 849.7 565.0 699.6 613.2 786.0
12 SAN LUIS OBISPO 247,880 1,997.3 805.8 709.9 650.9 768.9
13 AMADOR 34,410 355.3 1,032.6 716.9 575.3 858.4
14 SANTA BARBARA 408,292 2,913.3 713.5 717.2 667.2 767.3
15 CALAVERAS 40,597 394.0 970.5 724.0 586.9 861.0
16 EL DORADO 156,996 1,109.3 706.6 724.7 636.0 813.5
17 COLUSA 20,091 146.0 726.7 725.4 518.6 932.2
18 MARIN 247,073 1,827.0 739.5 727.6 657.5 797.8
19 INYO 18,348 198.3 1,081.0 734.3 545.0 923.6
20 MARIPOSA 16,339 170.3 1,042.5 736.6 542.9 930.2
21 MONTEREY 395,133 2,336.0 591.2 737.7 678.4 796.9
22 PLUMAS 20,714 211.0 1,018.6 743.4 553.0 933.7
23 MODOC 10,384 104.3 1,004.8 750.6 477.9 1023.3
24 VENTURA 744,825 4,643.3 623.4 755.7 711.7 799.7
25 MADERA 121,779 854.7 701.8 755.9 660.0 851.8
26 LOS ANGELES 9,727,841 59,189.7 608.5 769.1 756.9 781.3
27 SAN DIEGO 2,884,572 19,185.3 665.1 769.3 748.2 790.5
28 CONTRA COSTA 921,662 6,625.3 718.8 769.8 732.3 807.3
CALIFORNIA 34,072,478 227,232.0 666.9 773.8 767.6 780.1
29 RIVERSIDE 1,519,469 11,948.7 786.4 776.2 750.1 802.3
30 DEL NORTE 30,358 255.0 840.0 776.2 614.4 938.1
31 SONOMA 450,187 3,753.3 833.7 777.8 730.2 825.4
32 BUTTE 204,216 2,130.3 1,043.2 779.7 719.7 839.7
33 ALAMEDA 1,448,643 9,835.0 678.9 785.5 755.2 815.7
34 ORANGE 2,787,593 16,432.3 589.5 785.8 760.4 811.2
35 NAPA 125,123 1,264.0 1,010.2 788.9 706.9 870.8
36 TUOLUMNE 54,631 565.3 1,034.8 791.2 663.6 918.8
37 PLACER 233,836 1,783.0 762.5 795.0 721.1 868.8
38 GLENN 28,438 239.7 842.8 798.6 617.4 979.8
39 SUTTER 79,992 658.0 822.6 807.7 694.5 920.9
40 YOLO 160,805 1,046.3 650.7 811.9 716.9 907.0
41 FRESNO 800,121 5,414.0 676.6 814.6 773.4 855.9
42 SISKIYOU 44,847 465.3 1,037.6 817.3 675.5 959.1
43 TULARE 371,640 2,579.7 694.1 818.8 760.3 877.3
44 SAN JOAQUIN 566,793 4,245.0 749.0 818.8 773.4 864.3
45 KERN 662,472 4,633.3 699.4 836.0 791.3 880.8
46 MENDOCINO 88,978 798.0 896.9 839.6 728.5 950.7
47 MERCED 210,707 1,352.0 641.6 852.2 762.2 942.3
48 LAKE 58,335 745.3 1,277.7 856.5 749.5 963.5
49 TEHAMA 55,806 606.3 1,086.5 863.6 737.8 989.5
50 SOLANO 392,201 2,431.7 620.0 866.7 793.8 939.6
51 SACRAMENTO 1,189,056 8,925.0 750.6 867.0 831.0 903.0
52 KINGS 123,683 718.7 581.1 873.3 750.6 996.0
53 STANISLAUS 446,056 3,380.3 757.8 880.0 823.7 936.4
54 SHASTA 171,211 1,681.0 981.8 887.4 805.8 969.0
55 TRINITY 13,353 144.7 1,083.4 896.1 614.8 1177.5
56 SAN BERNARDINO 1,688,984 10,889.3 644.7 906.4 872.4 940.4
57 HUMBOLDT 127,658 1,179.3 923.8 925.7 826.9 1024.5
58 YUBA 63,062 543.3 861.6 1,045.2 884.6 1205.8

California Department of Health Services

County Health Status Profiles 2002




TABLE 2: DEATHS DUE TO MOTOR VEHICLE CRASHES, 1999-2000

California Counties Ranked by Age-Adjusted Death Rate

The crude death rate from motor vehicle crashes for California was 9.4 per
100,000 population, a risk of dying equivalent to approximately one death for
every 10,600 persons. This rate was based on a two-year average number of
deaths of 3,214.5 from 1999 to 2000 and a population of 34,072,478 as of July
1,1999. Among counties with "reliable" rates, the crude rate ranged from 20.2
in Merced County to 5.3 in Santa Barbara County, a difference in rates by a
factor of 3.8 to 1.

The age-adjusted death rate from motor vehicle crashes for California for the
two-year period from 1999 to 2000 was 9.8 per 100,000 population. Reliable
age-adjusted death rates ranged from 21.6 in Merced County to 5.3 in Santa
Barbara County. The difference between crude and age-adjusted rates shows
how the county age composition differs from the 2000 United States
population.

Altogether 24 counties (12 with reliable age-adjusted death rates), but not
California as a whole, met the Year 2010 National Objective of 9.2 age-
adjusted deaths due to motor vehicle crashes per 100,000 population.

Notes:

Death rates are per 100,000 population. The crude death rate is the actual risk of dying. The age-adjusted
rate is the hypothetical rate that the State/County would have if its population were distributed by age in the
same proportions as the 2000 United States population.

* Death rate unreliable, relative standard error is greater than or equal to 23%.
+ Standard error indeterminate, death rate based on no (zero) deaths.
- Upper and lower limits at the 95% confidence level are not calculated for no (zero) deaths.

Counties were rank ordered first by increasing age-adjusted death rate (calculated to 15 decimal places),
second by decreasing size of the population. For purposes of this report, rates with a relative standard error of
greater than or equal to 23% are considered “unreliable.” The upper and lower limits of the age-adjusted
death rate at the 95% confidence level indicate the precision of the estimated death rate. The wider the
interval, the less precise the death rate. The upper and lower limits define the range within which the death
rate probably would occur in 95 out of 100 independent sets of data similar to the present set. (For additional
information see the Technical Notes, pages 63 through 74.)

DATA SOURCES

Department of Health Services: Death Statistical Master Files, 1999-2000.
Department of Finance: 1999 Population Projections with Age, Sex and Race/Ethnic Detail, May 2000.
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TABLE 2

DEATHS DUE TO MOTOR VEHICLE CRASHES
RANKED BY TWO-YEAR AVERAGE AGE-ADJUSTED DEATH RATE
CALIFORNIA COUNTIES, 1999-2000

1999-2000
RANK 1999 DEATHS CRUDE |AGE-ADJUSTED| 95% CONFIDENCE LIMITS
ORDER COUNTY POPULATION (AVERAGE) | DEATH RATE| DEATH RATE LOWER UPPER
1 MODOC 10,384 0.0 0.0 + 0.0 + - -
2 SIERRA 3,427 0.0 0.0 + 0.0 + - -
3 ALPINE 1,226 0.0 0.0 + 0.0 + - -
4 LASSEN 35,208 1.0 2.8 * 3.1 * 0.0 9.1
5 MARIN 247,073 13.0 53 * 51 * 2.3 7.8
6 SANTA BARBARA 408,292 215 5.3 5.3 3.0 7.5
7 COLUSA 20,091 1.0 50 * 54 * 0.0 16.0
8 SAN MATEO 735,381 41.0 5.6 5.6 3.9 7.4
9 SANTA CRUZ 255,825 15.0 59 * 6.0 * 2.9 9.0
10 INYO 18,348 1.0 55 * 6.0 * 0.0 17.8
11 PLACER 233,836 15.0 6.4 * 6.5 * 3.2 9.8
12 SAN FRANCISCO 788,975 54.5 6.9 6.8 4.9 8.6
13 CONTRA COSTA 921,662 62.5 6.8 7.0 5.2 8.7
14 DEL NORTE 30,358 2.5 8.2 * 72 % 0.0 16.2
15 ALAMEDA 1,448,643 108.0 7.5 7.7 6.2 9.1
16 SANTA CLARA 1,732,034 123.5 7.1 7.7 6.3 9.0
17 ORANGE 2,787,593 203.0 7.3 7.7 6.7 8.8
18 YOLO 160,805 11.5 7.2 * 7.8 * 3.1 124
19 NEVADA 94,014 8.0 85 * 7.8 * 2.2 134
20 SAN DIEGO 2,884,572 228.0 7.9 8.1 7.0 9.1
21 SACRAMENTO 1,189,056 98.0 8.2 8.5 6.8 10.2
22 LOS ANGELES 9,727,841 781.0 8.0 8.6 8.0 9.2
23 SAN LUIS OBISPO 247,880 235 9.5 9.1 5.4 12.9
24 MONTEREY 395,133 33.0 8.4 9.1 6.0 12.3
YEAR 2010 NATIONAL OBJECTIVE: 9.2
25 SOLANO 392,201 355 9.1 9.4 6.3 125
26 MENDOCINO 88,978 8.5 9.6 * 95 * 31 15.9
CALIFORNIA 34,072,478 3,214.5 9.4 9.8 9.4 10.1
27 EL DORADO 156,996 15.5 99 * 10.0 * 5.0 15.0
28 SONOMA 450,187 445 9.9 10.0 7.1 13.0
29 VENTURA 744,825 74.0 9.9 10.2 7.9 125
30 NAPA 125,123 14.0 11.2 = 10.9 * 5.1 16.7
31 BUTTE 204,216 24.0 11.8 11.7 7.0 16.5
32 SHASTA 171,211 215 12.6 12.4 7.1 17.7
33 SUTTER 79,992 10.0 125 * 129 * 4.9 21.0
34 SAN BENITO 50,087 6.5 13.0 * 13.4 * 3.0 23.8
35 RIVERSIDE 1,519,469 200.0 13.2 135 11.6 15.3
36 HUMBOLDT 127,658 18.0 14.1 * 13.7 * 7.3 20.0
37 AMADOR 34,410 55 16.0 * 139 * 1.8 25.9
38 SAN BERNARDINO 1,688,984 2245 13.3 14.2 12.3 16.1
39 LAKE 58,335 9.0 154 * 145 * 46 243
40 STANISLAUS 446,056 63.5 14.2 14.9 11.2 18.6
41 TUOLUMNE 54,631 8.5 156 * 15.1 * 4.8 25.4
42 SAN JOAQUIN 566,793 86.5 15.3 15.6 12.3 18.9
43 IMPERIAL 150,381 21.5 14.3 16.1 9.1 23.1
44 KERN 662,472 102.0 15.4 16.1 13.0 19.3
45 SISKIYOU 44,847 8.5 19.0 * 176 * 55 29.7
46 KINGS 123,683 19.5 15.8 17.7 * 9.6 25.7
47 MADERA 121,779 22.0 18.1 17.8 10.3 25.3
48 TULARE 371,640 65.5 17.6 18.1 13.7 226
49 GLENN 28,438 55 19.3 * 20.1 * 3.2 37.1
50 TRINITY 13,353 3.0 225 * 204 * 0.0 441
51 YUBA 63,062 12.0 19.0 * 204 * 8.7 32.0
52 MARIPOSA 16,339 3.5 21.4 * 206 * 0.0 42.9
53 FRESNO 800,121 160.0 20.0 21.0 17.7 243
54 MERCED 210,707 425 20.2 21.6 14.9 28.2
55 TEHAMA 55,806 13.0 23.3 * 221 * 9.8 34.3
56 PLUMAS 20,714 5.5 26.6 * 249 * 3.2 46.6
57 MONO 10,730 3.0 28.0 * 30.2 * 0.0 66.0
58 CALAVERAS 40,597 12.5 30.8 * 30.8 * 13.0 48.6
California Department of Health Services 6 County Health Status Profiles 2002




TABLE 3: DEATHS DUE TO UNINTENTIONAL INJURIES, 1999-2000
California Counties Ranked by Age-Adjusted Death Rate

The crude death rate from unintentional injuries for California was 26.1 per
100,000 population, a risk of dying equivalent to approximately one death for
every 3,838 persons. This rate was based on a two-year average number of
deaths of 8,877.0 from 1999 to 2000 and a population of 34,072,478 as of July
1,1999. Among counties with "reliable" rates, the crude rate ranged from 62.6
in Lake County to 18.0 in Santa Clara County, a difference in rates by a factor
of 3.5t0 1.

The age-adjusted death rate from unintentional injuries for California for the
two-year period from 1999 to 2000 was 27.4 per 100,000 population. Reliable
age-adjusted death rates ranged from 61.4 in Yuba County to 19.9 in Santa
Clara County. The difference between crude and age-adjusted rates shows
how the county age composition differs from the 2000 United States
population.

Altogether 2 counties (none with reliable age-adjusted death rates), but not
California as a whole, met the Year 2010 National Objective of 17.5 age-
adjusted deaths due to unintentional injuries per 100,000 population.

Notes:

Death rates are per 100,000 population. The crude death rate is the actual risk of dying. The age-adjusted
rate is the hypothetical rate that the State/County would have if its population were distributed by age in the
same proportions as the 2000 United States population.

* Death rate unreliable, relative standard error is greater than or equal to 23%.
+ Standard error indeterminate, death rate based on no (zero) deaths.
Upper and lower limits at the 95% confidence level are not calculated for no (zero) deaths.

Counties were rank ordered first by increasing age-adjusted death rate (calculated to 15 decimal places),
second by decreasing size of the population. For purposes of this report, rates with a relative standard error of
greater than or equal to 23% are considered “unreliable.” The upper and lower limits of the age-adjusted
death rate at the 95% confidence level indicate the precision of the estimated death rate. The wider the
interval, the less precise the death rate. The upper and lower limits define the range within which the death
rate probably would occur in 95 out of 100 independent sets of data similar to the present set. (For additional
information see the Technical Notes, pages 63 through 74.)

DATA SOURCES

Department of Health Services: Death Statistical Master Files, 1999-2000.
Department of Finance: 1999 Population Projections with Age, Sex and Race/Ethnic Detail, May 2000.
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TABLE 3

DEATHS DUE TO UNINTENTIONAL INJURIES
RANKED BY TWO-YEAR AVERAGE AGE-ADJUSTED DEATH RATE
CALIFORNIA COUNTIES, 1999-2000

1999-2000
RANK 1999 DEATHS CRUDE AGE-ADJUSTED| 95% CONFIDENCE LIMITS

ORDER COUNTY POPULATION (AVERAGE) DEATH RATE | DEATH RATE LOWER UPPER

1 ALPINE 1,226 0.0 0.0 + 0.0 + - -
2 LASSEN 35,208 4.5 12.8 * 144 * 11 27.7

YEAR 2010 NATIONAL OBJECTIVE: 17.5

3 SANTA CLARA 1,732,034 311.5 18.0 19.9 17.6 22.2
4 SAN MATEO 735,381 149.5 20.3 20.2 17.0 235
5 LOS ANGELES 9,727,841 1,994.0 20.5 22.0 21.1 23.0
6 INYO 18,348 4.5 245 * 223 * 1.2 43.4
7 MARIN 247,073 56.5 22.9 22.5 16.5 28.4
8 CONTRA COSTA 921,662 207.0 22.5 23.0 19.9 26.2
9 ORANGE 2,787,593 586.0 21.0 23.3 21.4 25.3
10 SIERRA 3,427 1.0 29.2 * 24.0 * 0.0 711
11 ALAMEDA 1,448,643 340.0 23.5 24.4 21.8 27.0
12 SANTA CRUZ 255,825 62.0 24.2 24.6 18.4 30.8
13 COLUSA 20,091 5.0 249 * 259 * 3.1 48.8
14 SOLANO 392,201 91.5 23.3 26.7 211 32.4
15 PLACER 233,836 63.0 26.9 27.4 20.6 34.1
16 YOLO 160,805 39.0 24.3 27.4 18.6 36.2
CALIFORNIA 34,072,478 8,877.0 26.1 27.4 26.8 27.9
17 SAN DIEGO 2,884,572 741.0 25.7 27.5 25.5 29.5
18 SACRAMENTO 1,189,056 313.0 26.3 27.9 24.8 31.0
19 MODOC 10,384 3.0 289 * 28.1 * 0.0 60.5
20 MONTEREY 395,133 101.5 25.7 28.5 22.9 34.1
21 SAN BERNARDINO 1,688,984 430.0 25.5 28.7 25.9 31.4
22 SONOMA 450,187 135.5 30.1 29.3 24.4 34.3
23 SAN BENITO 50,087 14.0 28.0 * 30.2 * 14.3 46.1
24 NAPA 125,123 40.5 32.4 30.2 20.8 39.7
25 VENTURA 744,825 209.5 28.1 30.2 26.1 34.4
26 NEVADA 94,014 31.0 33.0 30.4 19.3 41.4
27 SAN FRANCISCO 788,975 281.5 35.7 32.7 28.8 36.6
28 AMADOR 34,410 135 39.2 * 329 * 145 51.2
29 SANTA BARBARA 408,292 136.0 33.3 33.0 27.4 38.5
30 EL DORADO 156,996 50.5 32.2 33.0 23.8 42.2
31 RIVERSIDE 1,519,469 493.0 32.4 33.2 30.2 36.1
32 SAN LUIS OBISPO 247,880 83.5 33.7 33.6 26.2 41.0
33 GLENN 28,438 10.5 36.9 * 36.9 * 14.4 59.4
34 DEL NORTE 30,358 11.5 379 * 36.9 * 15.4 58.4
35 SAN JOAQUIN 566,793 209.5 37.0 38.3 33.1 43.5
36 MADERA 121,779 45.0 37.0 38.6 27.3 50.0
37 FRESNO 800,121 290.5 36.3 39.0 34.5 43.6
38 BUTTE 204,216 84.0 41.1 39.2 30.6 47.7
39 MENDOCINO 88,978 35.5 39.9 39.8 26.6 53.0
40 KINGS 123,683 42.5 34.4 40.2 27.7 52.7
41 STANISLAUS 446,056 170.5 38.2 40.6 34.4 46.7
42 TUOLUMNE 54,631 24.0 43.9 40.6 24.0 57.2
43 KERN 662,472 256.5 38.7 41.4 36.3 46.5
44 IMPERIAL 150,381 72.5 48.2 44.5 32.8 56.1
45 MERCED 210,707 83.0 39.4 44.5 34.7 54.3
46 SISKIYOU 44,847 23.0 51.3 46.1 26.8 65.4
47 SUTTER 79,992 37.5 46.9 47.4 32.2 62.6
48 MONO 10,730 5.0 46.6 * 47.8 * 4.2 91.4
49 TULARE 371,640 172.5 46.4 49.5 42.0 57.0
50 PLUMAS 20,714 11.0 53.1 * 49.7 * 18.9 80.5
51 SHASTA 171,211 87.0 50.8 50.5 39.9 61.2
52 TEHAMA 55,806 30.5 54.7 50.9 32.4 69.4
53 HUMBOLDT 127,658 66.5 52.1 51.2 38.8 63.5
54 CALAVERAS 40,597 24.0 59.1 56.5 33.0 80.0
55 LAKE 58,335 36.5 62.6 60.7 40.2 81.3
56 YUBA 63,062 35.0 555 61.4 40.9 81.9
57 MARIPOSA 16,339 115 70.4 * 64.1 * 25.2 102.9
58 TRINITY 13,353 9.5 71.1 * 69.0 * 24.1 113.9
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TABLE 4. DEATHS DUE TO FIREARM INJURIES, 1999-2000
California Counties Ranked by Age-Adjusted Death Rate

The crude death rate from firearm injuries for California was 9.0 per 100,000
population, a risk of dying equivalent to approximately one death for every
11,158 persons. This rate was based on the two-year average number of
deaths from 1999 to 2000 of 3,053.5 and a population of 34,072,478 as of July
1,1999. Among counties with "reliable" rates, the crude rate ranged from 14.9
in Shasta County to 4.2 in Santa Clara County, a difference in rates by a factor
of 3.5t0 1.

The age-adjusted death rate from firearm injuries for California for the two-
year period from 1999 to 2000 was 9.3 per 100,000 population. Reliable age-
adjusted death rates ranged from 14.9 in Shasta County to 4.4 in both San
Mateo and Santa Clara Counties. The difference between crude and age-
adjusted rates shows how the county age composition differs from the 2000
United States population.

Altogether 4 counties (none with reliable age-adjusted death rates), but not
California as a whole, met the Year 2010 National Objective of 4.1 age-
adjusted deaths due to firearm-related injuries per 100,000 population.

Notes:

Death rates are per 100,000 population. The crude death rate is the actual risk of dying. The age-adjusted
rate is the hypothetical rate that the State/County would have if its population were distributed by age in the
same proportions as the 2000 United States population.

* Death rate unreliable, relative standard error is greater than or equal to 23%.
+ Standard error indeterminate, death rate based on no (zero) deaths.
- Upper and lower limits at the 95% confidence level are not calculated for no (zero) deaths.

Counties were rank ordered first by increasing age-adjusted death rate (calculated to 15 decimal places),
second by decreasing size of the population. For purposes of this report, rates with a relative standard error of
greater than or equal to 23% are considered “unreliable.” The upper and lower limits of the age-adjusted
death rate at the 95% confidence level indicate the precision of the estimated death rate. The wider the
interval, the less precise the death rate. The upper and lower limits define the range within which the death
rate probably would occur in 95 out of 100 independent sets of data similar to the present set. (For additional
information see the Technical Notes, pages 63 through 74.)

DATA SOURCES

Department of Health Services: Death Statistical Master Files, 1999-2000.
Department of Finance: 1999 Population Projections with Age, Sex and Race/Ethnic Detail, May 2000.
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TABLE 4

DEATHS DUE TO FIREARM INJURIES
RANKED BY TWO-YEAR AVERAGE AGE-ADJUSTED DEATH RATE
CALIFORNIA COUNTIES, 1999-2000

1999-2000
RANK 1999 DEATHS CRUDE |AGE-ADJUSTED| 95% CONFIDENCE LIMITS
ORDER COUNTY POPULATION (AVERAGE) [ DEATH RATE| DEATH RATE LOWER UPPER
1 ALPINE 1,226 0.0 0.0 + 0.0 + - -
2 SAN BENITO 50,087 1.0 2.0 * 2.0 * 0.0 6.1
3 MARIN 247,073 8.5 3.4 * 34 * 1.1 5.6
4 KINGS 123,683 4.0 3.2 * 3.6 * 0.0 7.3
YEAR 2010 NATIONAL OBJECTIVE: 4.1
5 SAN MATEO 735,381 33.0 4.5 4.4 2.9 6.0
6 SANTA CLARA 1,732,034 72.5 4.2 4.4 3.4 5.5
7 MARIPOSA 16,339 1.0 6.1 * 4.8 * 0.0 14.4
8 SAN LUIS OBISPO 247,880 15.0 6.1 * 5.8 * 2.8 8.8
9 NAPA 125,123 7.5 6.0 * 6.0 * 1.7 10.3
10 ORANGE 2,787,593 156.0 5.6 6.1 5.1 7.0
11 SANTA BARBARA 408,292 24.5 6.0 6.2 3.7 8.6
12 DEL NORTE 30,358 2.0 6.6 * 6.4 * 0.0 15.2
13 SONOMA 450,187 29.0 6.4 6.4 4.1 8.8
14 SAN FRANCISCO 788,975 48.5 6.1 6.5 4.6 8.4
15 IMPERIAL 150,381 9.0 6.0 * 6.6 * 2.1 11.0
16 SANTA CRUZ 255,825 17.5 6.8 * 7.0 * 3.7 10.3
17 VENTURA 744,825 49.5 6.6 7.1 5.1 9.1
18 SAN DIEGO 2,884,572 199.5 6.9 7.3 6.3 8.4
19 INYO 18,348 1.5 8.2 * 7.4 % 0.0 19.5
20 STANISLAUS 446,056 32,5 7.3 7.6 4.9 10.2
21 SUTTER 79,992 6.0 7.5 * 7.7 * 15 13.9
22 PLUMAS 20,714 2.0 9.7 * 8.0 * 0.0 19.6
23 PLACER 233,836 19.0 8.1 8.2 * 45 11.9
24 MONTEREY 395,133 32.5 8.2 8.5 5.5 11.4
25 SOLANO 392,201 31.5 8.0 8.7 5.6 11.8
26 MONO 10,730 1.0 9.3 * 8.8 * 0.0 26.1
27 FRESNO 800,121 65.5 8.2 8.8 6.7 11.0
28 MADERA 121,779 10.0 8.2 * 9.0 * 3.4 14.6
29 MERCED 210,707 18.0 8.5 * 9.0 * 4.8 13.3
30 TULARE 371,640 32,5 8.7 9.1 5.9 12.2
CALIFORNIA 34,072,478 3,053.5 9.0 9.3 8.9 9.6
31 ALAMEDA 1,448,643 133.5 9.2 9.4 7.8 11.0
32 SAN JOAQUIN 566,793 52.5 9.3 9.6 7.0 12.2
33 YOLO 160,805 14.0 8.7 * 9.7 * 45 14.9
34 EL DORADO 156,996 15.0 9.6 * 9.7 * 4.8 14.7
35 CONTRA COSTA 921,662 88.5 9.6 9.8 7.8 11.9
36 SACRAMENTO 1,189,056 115.5 9.7 10.0 8.2 11.8
37 RIVERSIDE 1,519,469 149.5 9.8 10.1 8.5 11.7
38 BUTTE 204,216 22,5 11.0 10.3 6.0 14.7
39 TUOLUMNE 54,631 6.5 11.9 * 10.3 * 2.2 18.4
40 LAKE 58,335 8.0 13.7 * 10.6 * 2.8 18.3
41 KERN 662,472 67.5 10.2 10.8 8.2 13.4
42 TEHAMA 55,806 6.5 11.6 * 11.8 * 2.6 21.0
43 MODOC 10,384 1.5 14.4 * 12.0 * 0.0 31.4
44 LOS ANGELES 9,727,841 1,114.5 11.5 12.1 11.4 12.8
45 NEVADA 94,014 13.0 13.8 * 12.2 * 5.2 19.2
46 SISKIYOU 44,847 6.0 13.4 * 12.6 * 2.2 23.0
47 MENDOCINO 88,978 11.5 12,9 * 13.0 * 5.4 20.5
48 SAN BERNARDINO 1,688,984 210.5 12.5 13.5 11.6 15.4
49 HUMBOLDT 127,658 18.5 145 * 14.4 * 7.8 21.0
50 SHASTA 171,211 25.5 14.9 14.9 9.1 20.7
51 LASSEN 35,208 5.0 14.2 * 15.0 * 1.7 28.3
52 YUBA 63,062 8.5 13.5 * 15.6 * 5.0 26.1
53 GLENN 28,438 5.0 17.6 * 17.9 * 2.1 33.6
54 TRINITY 13,353 3.0 225 * 18.1 * 0.0 38.6
55 CALAVERAS 40,597 8.0 19.7 * 19.7 * 5.7 33.7
56 AMADOR 34,410 8.0 23.2 * 21.2 * 6.1 36.4
57 COLUSA 20,091 4.5 22.4 * 236 * 1.6 455
58 SIERRA 3,427 1.0 29.2 * 34.9 * 0.0 103.3
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TABLE 5: DEATHS DUE TO HOMICIDE, 1999-2000
California Counties Ranked by Age-Adjusted Death Rate

The crude death rate from homicide for California was 6.1 per 100,000
population, a risk of dying equivalent to approximately one death for every
16,516 persons. This rate was based on a two-year average number of
deaths from 1999 to 2000 of 2,063.0 and a population of 34,072,478 as of July
1,1999. Among counties with "reliable" rates, the crude rate ranged from 9.7
in Los Angeles County to 2.4 in Santa Clara County, a difference in rates by a
factor of 4 to 1.

The age-adjusted death rate from homicide for California for the two-year
period from 1999 to 2000 was 6.1 per 100,000 population. Reliable age-
adjusted death rates ranged from 9.9 in Los Angeles County to 2.3 in Santa
Clara County. The difference between crude and age-adjusted rates shows
how the county age composition differs from the 2000 United States
population.

Altogether 22 counties (2 with reliable age-adjusted death rates), but not
California as a whole, met the Y